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Ref:

The Secretary

Dear Mr. Secretary:

In accordance with Section 1.419 of the FCC Rules, the following
are reply comments of the United States Coast Guard in the above
captioned proceeding.

Several commenters have asked the Commission to defer the
implementation of some or all of its proposed rules and to
establish an advisory committee to make recommendations for
specific standards before implementing the new rules. We note
that the Commission proposed that only general performance
criteria should be adopted at this time and that more extensive
technical requirements may be more appropriately addressed by
industry standards committees (NPRM at para. 40); this proposal
was supported in the comments of Texas ACSEC. Although we do not
oppose the establishment of an advisory committee to study
specific standards and provide recommendations, we do not believe
that adoption of the general performance criteria proposed in the
NPRM should be withheld pending committee recommendations.

We strongly believe that the immediate adoption of general
performance criteria is necessary so the wireless user can have
instant access to emergency service providers. The record in
this proceeding clearly demonstrates that wireless service
providers are indeed capable of providing basic emergency caller
information. We note that the most contentious issue expressed
by LEO providers and small cellular telephone companies in the
comments filed in this proceeding is one of cost and who should
bear it.
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We believe that basic emergency caller information, such as
Caller 10, ANI, and basic ALI, can and should be provided by all
wireless systems. Some of this information is already being
provided by some cellular carriers. Basic ALI should consist of
location information which is already inherent in wireless
systems, such as cell site number, doppler location information,
and GPS where wireless terminals are equipped with this
technology. Although we realize that location accuracy may not
be very precise initially, especially for the first generation of
LEO satellite systems and cellular systems for example, we are
confident that improvements in this area are forthcoming (see
comments of KML Technology, Elert Associates, and Tendler
Cellular). Every effort should be made by all wireless providers
to immediately provide some form of ALI and to eventually provide
precise location capabilities.

If specific standards for automatic routing of caller information
to the appropriate PSAP or rescue coordination center are not
available at this time, the wireless provider may choose to
provide operators to route emergency calls that originate on his
system. We understand that NENA is currently compiling a
database of PSAP information which it intends to make available
to wireless service providers in the near future.

We recommend immediate FCC action on the following items. For
additional details on each item the appropriate paragraph number
of USCG comments is provided next to each item.

basic ALI
mobile subscriber's call back number (para 25)
reliable calling and communicating with the RCC (para 23)
caller 10 connectivity to wireline carrier (para 24)
signaling system 7 implementation (para 26)
waive privacy protection for emergency calls (para 27)
apply compatibility requirements to voice and data (para 28)
store-and-forward systems provide operators (para 29)
identify served geographic areas for emergency calling(para 31)
provide means of reaching PSAP on 24-hour basis (para 32)
emergency call capability on service-initialized units(para 22)
labeling requirements (para 34)

Indeed, detailed technical requirements concerning certain
information, such as ALI, call-back capability, priority of the
caller, and routing, initially may require further study. We ask
that examination of these issues be undertaken by an advisory
committee such as the Joint Experts on 911 (JEM). However, these
studies should not delay the adoption of the proposed rules
setting forth general performance criteria.
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We recommend further study by an advisory committee on the
following items. For additional details on each item the
appropriate paragraph number of USCG comments is provided next to
each item.

location of the call's origin (para 25)
mobile subscriber's name (para 25)
priority of the call (para 25)
routing information (para 25)
criteria for reliability on store/forward systems (para 29)

Sincerely,

«6!::~~~f, Maritime Radio and Spectrum
Management

Telecommunication Management Division
By Direction
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